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PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

Several Counseling Center research studies (#>8-5 » 58-16, 59~12, 

61-1, 61-6) have considered questions related to placement of stu- 
dents In English 1 and 21, and their subsequent academic performance. 
Since the last of these studies appeared In 1961, ths English Depart- 
ment has hod available new editions of the Cooperative English Tests 
and has raised the question of whether or not use of the newer Coopera- 
tive Test of English Expression might be useful In placing the students 
In the proper course. The purpose of this study Is to consider this 
question and to Identify any differences In performance In the courses 
from those reported earlier. 

PROCEDURES OF THE STUDY 

The English Department furnished the names and test scores of stu- 
dents In three English 21 and five English l classes for the Spring 1965 
semester who had taken the Cooperative English Expression Test at the 
beginning of the semester. Records were checked to obtain SCAT entrance 
examination scores and performance In any previous LACC communications 
courses for these students. After the close of the semester, grades In 
English were obtained. Comparative figures for previous semesters were 
obtained from the studies mentioned above. Statistics were calculated, 
analyzed and Interpreted as Indicated In the following sections. 






«K>irWi ymttt 






Page 2, 



FINDINGS 

Data concerning students in three English 21 classes totaling 58 
students and five English l classes totaling 128 students ware furnished 
by the English department. Totals smaller than these In the following 
presentation Indicate Incomplete data for the students not Included. 

Table I Indicates performance of the students on the SCAT entrance 
examination (verbal, quantitative, and total raw scores) aud the 
Cooperative Test of English Expression. .Figures for all students who 
took the SCAT for admission In the Fall 1965 semester are Included for 
comparison purposes. It will be observed that the English l average per- 
formance Is at about the national college freshman level In all four 
situations, with the highest level at the 58th percentile on the SCAT 
Verba! and the lowest level at the 45th percentile on the English Expres- 
sion. The English 21 performance Is considerably tower, especially In the 
Verbal areas. English 21 performance on the SCAT Quantitative Is about 
equal to tltat of all LACC students but below that of English 1 students, 
although this difference Is not as pronounced as that In verbal areas. It 
can be noted also that performance In the verbal areas by English I stu- 
dents shove more variation than that shown by English 2! students. Per- 
formance on the SCAT Quantitative shows about the same variability tn 
English 1 as In English 21 . 

Table II Indicates correlation coefficients between SCAT and English 
Expression performances, and between test performances and grades. Coef- 
ficients obtained using 'jata from classes separated by performance on one 
of the components can be expected to be smaller than those obtained without 
this restriction. Even noting this, however. It Is cleer that the SCAT 
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FINDINGS (continued) 

has no usefulness In predicting grades In English 21 and limited use** 
fulness In predicting grades In English 1* The English Expression test 
Is related more strongly to grades In English 21 , Indicating probably 
that the concepts being tested are more closely related to course content 
than Is the case with the SCAT Verbal* 

Figure I shows grade distributions In English 21 and I for the Spring 
1965 semester, the Fall 1959 semester and the Fall 1958 semester* In 
Fall 1958 a C In English 21 was required for admission to English 1. 
Beginning with the Fait 1959 semester, the grade of B was required. 

Figure I reveals little change In the grading practices In English 1, with 
grades for all three semesters showing an approximately norma? distribu- 
tion. Marked differences can be observed, however. In the distributions 
for English 21. Grades bolcw C were earned by 48% of the students In 1958, 
40% In 1959, and only 24% In 1985. However, in 1958 42% of the students 
were eligible for English 1, white In 1959 30% of the students were eli- 
gible, and in 1985 only 17% were eligible. 

Placement tn English 1 by the SCAT examination requires a verbal raw 
score of 28 or more. Placement tn English 1 by the English Expression test 
has been set by the English department at raw score of 46 or above. 

Table III indicates how students were (or would have been) placed by these 
examinations. 31% of the students were enrolled In English 21. If the 
SCAT Verbal had been the sole placing factor, 37% would have been In 
English 21, while If the Cooperative had been the sole placing factor, 38% 

\j 

would havfe been placed In English 21. Although these percentages ere quite 
close, the students Involved are not the same In each case. 81% of the 
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FINDINGS (continued) 

students would have been placed In the same English class by either 
test. Of the 39% who would have been placed differently, three out of 
four would have been pieced by SCAT In English I and by the Cooperative 
Test In English 21. 

So far, the data includes nothing about previous perforwtnces In English* 
Figure 2 Is a scatter diagram Indicating performance on SCAT Verbal and 
Engltsh Cooperative according to previous experience In English. The 
numbers become rather small when such a breakdown Is made. Smne tenta* 
tlva observations might be made, however. All of the student'! vfco were 
repeating English 1 scored above the SCAT cutoff, but only about half scored 
above the Cooperative cutoff. Hie English I students who have not taken 
English 21 appear to show about the same distribution on the & operative 
as those who have* About half of those English l students who v .ook English 21 
scored above the SCAT cutoff. 

Table 1 • Performance of English l and 21 Students on Standardized Tests 
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TABLE Ha - Data for Correlation Study 

SCAT VERBAL RAW SCORE ' 



Grade 
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TABLE *l - Correlation Coefficients (r) 



SCAT V vs Coop, , English 2! only 
SCAT V vs Coop., English I only 
SCAT V vs Coop. , combined 

SCAT d vs Coop., English 21 only 
SCAT d vs C'JOp., English I only 
SCAT d vs Coop., combined 

SCAT T vs Coop., English 21 only 
SCAT T vs COop., English I only 
SCAT T vs Coop. , combined 

SCAT V vs grade In English 21 
Coop., vs grade In English 21 

* 

SCAT V vs grade In English 1 
Coop., vs grade In English 1 
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+0.44 



PERCENT PERCENT 









Pag* 7. 



Plgara I - Grad* Distributions, English 21 and I 
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TABLE 111 - Placement In English 21 and I by SCAT Varbal and Cooperative 
English Expression tost 



Figures In rad Indicate actual enrollment In English I 
Figures In purple Indicates actual enrollment In English 21 
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57 students or 31% actually enrolled In English 21 

127 " or 69 % actually enrolled In English 1 

68 ” or 37% placed In English 21 by SCAT V 

116 M or 63 % placed In English 1 by SCAT V 

66 11 or 38 % placed In English 21 by Cooperative 

118 11 or 64% placed In English 1 by Cooperative . 



57 students or 31 % placed In English 21 by both 
55 11 or 30% placed In English 1 by both 

11 " or 6 % placed In English 21 by SCAT, English 1 by Cooperative 

61 lu or 33% placed In English 1 by SCAT, English 21 by Cooperative 
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(1) The average English I student performs at about the median 
for national college freshmen on all the SCAT measures and on 
the Cooperative Te5 fc of English Expression. Considerable 
variation in performance, ©specially in verbal areas, can be 
noted however. 

(2) The average English 21 student performs In the lowest quartile, 
when compared with national college freshmen, In SCAT verbal, 

SCAT total, and In English Expression, with less variation In 
performance shown In these areas then that shown by English * 
students. On the SCAT quantitative, the average English 21 stu- 
dent scores at about the level of all entering LACC students. 

(3) The Cooperative English Expression test seems to show more pre- 
dictive validity than the SCAT verbal when used as a device for 
placing students into English 1 and 21 classes. Whether this 
advantage is worth the trouble of administering the test Is 
doubtful however. Inasmuch as the SCAT is required of all entering 
students. Also, of course, whether the advantage Is real or not 
depends upon the purposes and objectives of the two courses. 

(4) At present or.Iy about one In five English 21 students meets the 
requirement (A or B grade) for enrollment In English I. This is 
a drop from Fall 1959 (the first semester a B was required) when 
the ratio was. about one in three. 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

It Is suggested that the English Department evjluate the findings 
of this study and other available evidence In light of (I) the objec- 
tives of the English 1 and 21 courses, and (2) the problems concerned 
with test administration. 



